The greatest of all human rights are the freedoms of speech and expression included within the First Amendment to the Constitution. These allow all Americans to say what they feel, dress as they want, and print opinions that may not always be popular.
Introduction
As Americans, we are so very proud to live in a democratic society, where the framers of our Constitution felt so strongly in the concept of free speech that it was the first freedom mentioned in the First Amendment:
Congress shall make no law….abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press, or of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances. If there be any among us who would wish to dissolve this Union or to change its republican form, let them stand undisturbed as monuments of the safety with which error of opinion may be tolerated where reason is left free to combat it. 4 For as long as the First Amendment has protected our right to free speech and expression, elements have tried to undermine that right. Censorship often raises its ugly head during trying times when our nation faces difficult problems. That is why Justice
Louis Brandeis noted in Whitney vs. California in 1927:
Fear of serious injury cannot alone justify suppression of free speech and assembly. Men feared witches and burned women. It is the function of speech to free men from the bondage of irrational fears.
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Brandeis knew what Jefferson knew: that free speech, not fear and censorship, should prevail.
Censorship might take various forms, from the very blatant to the subtlest. It has been defined as:
The restriction, absolute or merely to some part of the population (e.g. the unlearned or to children), by the proper authorities of intellectual, literary or artistic material in any format. 6 4 Ibid. 5 Ibid. 6 Byron L. Stay, Censorship: Opposing Viewpoints, (San Diego, CA: Greenhaven Press Inc., 1997), 18. Some thinkers take the words of the First Amendment literally. It is their view that the government should be absolutely prohibited from censoring or in any other way controlling the freedom of speech and of the press. Others say that there are certain circumstances, such as cases of obscenity, libel or treason, when it is proper to restrain these freedoms. 7 American courts and political leaders have long struggled with the basic question of censorship. During some periods, such as in times of war, the public mood is inclined toward control and suppression, and censorship is widely practiced and accepted. At other times, the nation is more concerned with protecting individual freedoms, and all attempts at censorship are strongly resisted.
The First Amendment of the Constitution is the very cornerstone of our democracy. That is why the issue of control of expression is of the greatest importance to us all.
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Research Question
With the framework of the First Amendment firmly in place, the author intends to outline the historical landmarks affecting the freedom of speech, press and expression in regard to high school journalism education and school publications. Areas of interest include free speech, court cases, discussions of censorship, prior review, and the teaching of ethics affecting school personnel, teachers and student journalists across the nation. 7 Melvin Berger, Censorship, New York: Franklin Watts, 1982, 13. 8 Ibid How have censorship boundaries been established through court cases involving First Amendment rights and freedom of speech and expression in regard to the student press and the teaching of high school journalism?
Literature Review
This review of literature seeks to present information on the aforementioned topic, examining the rights guaranteed in the First Amendment, the impact of court cases involving free speech and expression and the erosion of student press rights. The intent of this review is to center on the concept of censorship and the changing role of journalism education in today's society.
It is the intention of this writer to present the legal issues involving free speech and freedom of expression in a logical pattern, denoting the progression of impact on high school journalism.
The earliest noted court case involving a violation of free speech actually took place prior to the First Amendment, and helped to establish it. In 1734, John Peter Zenger, editor of the New York Weekly Journal, allowed criticism of the government to be printed in his newspaper. Concerned that perhaps the public might object to the necessary laws of society, Zenger and his Weekly Journal were silenced, and he was imprisoned and brought to trial a year later. In spite of attempts by judges to force punishment, a jury of citizens, aided by the eloquence of his attorney Andrew Hamilton, set him free. This famous trial helped to establish the right of Americans to publish the truth and to criticize public officials. Editorial opinion, previously forbidden, could now be regularly expressed. Fifty years later, a guarantee of freedom of the press was written into the United States Constitution. three were punished for violating, in slightly different ways, the school-district policy that banned the wearing in class of black armbands as a symbol of political protest.
Taking note of these actions, the Iowa Civil Liberties Union filed suit in federal district court on behalf of these students. Deciding against the students on Sept. 1, 1966, the court held that the school district's ban on black armbands was a reasonable means of maintaining the order and discipline necessary for an educational institution to carry out its mission. In later appeals, the decision was overturned, and a new rule was announced in the Tinker decision which "provided that student expression was to be protected under the First Amendment unless it 'materially disrupts class work or involves substantial disorder or invasion of the rights of others.'" 16 And so, "materially" became the standard by which disruption was evaluated.
This case involved student rights, precisely the extent of the constitutional rights in the context of public schools. The Supreme Court generally considers such rights, but tends to allow them less breadth in the context of schools, prisons and the military. In addition, Tinker involved the relation between speech and expressive conduct. While the Court has always held that speech is protected by the First Amendment whereas conduct is not, the difficulty lay in conduct whose purpose it is to express ideas.
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This issue of censored student expression is considered suppression by many.
The role of the superintendent, principal and even the teacher in schools was then, and still is today, partially one of the gatekeeper. Gatekeeping is a theory that has been in existence for nearly a century, and is one widely studied and accepted. The principal of Hazelwood East High School outside St. Louis, Missouri, removed from the student newspaper two student-written articles that he found objectionable. The articles on teen pregnancy and the impact of divorce on students were in a special teen issue of the newspaper. As a result of being censored, members of the student newspaper staff sued the school district.
The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri held that students' First Amendment rights were not violated. The students appealed and the district court's decision was reversed, based on the Tinker ruling. On an appeal by the school board to the United States Supreme Court, that decision too was reversed, on the premise that school administrators have the right to exercise reasonable control of the school sponsored newspaper produced as part of a class and school curriculum.
Consequently, the concept of "reasonable control" then became the measuring stick for administrative control of student expression. At this juncture, principals and teachers became publishers, in full control of the student press and limiting students' rights to free speech and expression in what is considered a closed-forum.
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Hazelwood has far-reaching ramifications.
In September 1999, a Colorado high school student newspaper wanted to publish two editorials-one in favor of a proposed administration plan to make study halls mandatory for underclassmen and one against the plan. But when the principal reviewed the paper, he decided to censor the editorial opposing the study hall plan while leaving the one that supported the administration's proposal intact. The actions of the principal in this case represent viewpoint discrimination, which is the practice of censoring one point 25 Ibid. Hazelwood decision allows school-sponsored expression to be censored.
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In Hazelwood, the Supreme Court ruled that a high school principal did not violate the First Amendment when he censored articles because his actions were related to legitimate educational concerns. In other words, if an administrator can present a reasonable educational justification for its censorship, that censorship will be allowed.
28
In these cases, the principal has become the publisher, and has exercised prior review of the material. He is also functioning as a gatekeeper, determining what material his students will be permitted to read, discuss and publish.
The principal never said he disagreed with the opinions expressed in the articles; in fact, the school district felt that the principal's control over the newspaper had to be viewpoint neutral to be constitutional. This resulted in administrators and educators gaining greater control over school-sponsored speech, allowing them to determine the issues and messages a school chooses to associate with itself.
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In sharp disagreement of Hazelwood, Supreme Court Justice Brennen was noted as saying he found the school newspaper to be a "forum established to give students an opportunity to express their views." He went on to add that the Court should have applied the Tinker standard, and:
Such unthinking contempt for individual rights is intolerable from a state official. It is particularly insidious from one to whom the public entrusts the task of inculcating in its youth an appreciation for the cherished democratic liberties that our Constitution guarantees.
30
The Supreme Court's decision in Hazelwood School District v. Kuhlmeier struck a potentially devastating blow for scholastic journalism. The ruling has significantly cut back the First Amendment protections public high school students have been afforded.
Even those who are not facing censorship problems today should be concerned about the implications of this decision for current and future student journalists. At some schools, censorship has become standard operating procedure; at other schools, it is a threat.
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In the fall of 1993, students at Ithaca High School in New York discovered that one of their teachers had been arrested for allegedly growing marijuana. The students, two freshmen, did what any good journalists would do. They examined police and court records relating to the arrest and then asked some students at the school their reaction. 30 Ibid. 31 Ibid. 32 Kaplan, 99. School principal, Mark Piechota, pulled the article the reporters had prepared for their student paper, the Tattler. While the newspaper's adviser conceded that it was legitimate news from a journalistic perspective and of interest to the students, she wasn't comfortable printing it. Both the principal and the adviser noted Hazelwood as a guide in making their decisions.
33 Piechota used Hazelwood to kill a legitimate news story. But, he is not by far the only high school principal to censor high school journalists.
A Fort Wayne, IN principal killed an article that meticulously detailed how the girls' tennis coach improperly pocketed $1,400 that team members had paid for court time. The principal told the students that the article was factual, accurate and not libelous. He then made a deal with the tennis coach that if the coach resigned, the article would not run in the student paper.
34
After a high school senior in Gahanna, OH passed out and nearly died from alcohol poisoning in an early morning math class, the high school newspaper wanted to print a story about teen drinking without mentioning the girl's name. The vice-principal killed the generic story because it might be traumatic to the girl.
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In Rockford, IL the high school paper was barred from reporting about the arrest of the high school football coach on charges of sexual assault. The local newspaper wrote details of the arrest and subsequent guilty plea, but the principal said the topic was off limits to the school paper because the teacher's wife continued to work at the school. In Manchester, NH, the high school principal shut down the paper after it printed an editorial questioning a decision by a teacher not to release vote totals in a student election. In each of these cases, administrators used as the basis for their restrictions on the student press the Hazelwood decision.
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While the Constitution says that Congress (and the states) may not abridge the right to free speech, it is important to note that the Constitution does not say that this right is absolute. As the Supreme Court interpreted it, the guarantee against the abridgement of the right to free speech does permit "reasonable regulation of speech-connected activities in carefully restricted circumstances."
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While students have the right to express their opinions on any subject, they may lose that right if their action is clearly disruptive or might be considered disruptive. They may have to go to court to prove that the action was not disruptive. In some cases, students have been prevented from wearing clothing or from distributing newspapers that might be considered a disruption to the educational process. When the student newspaper at a Reynoldsburg, OH high school criticized athletic coaches for allowing players to drink and smoke, and also commented negatively on the Columbus police for their handling of a rock concert, the principal halted the distribution of the edition containing the offending items. The edition should be burned, he said. The school board backed him, and later the principal ordered that the newspaper would have to submit all copy to him for prior approval before it could print again.
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The ACLU brought suit on behalf of the students and lost. Later, Judge Rubin, who tried the earlier case, reversed his stand and asserted that if material published in high school student newspapers does not substantially interfere with school discipline, the papers cannot be censored. In addition, he ordered administrators at the high school to produce guidelines that spelled out what would be considered disruptive or interfering with the educational process. 48 Again, the definition of "substantially" or "materially" is open for personal interpretation.
The relationship between the editors of a student newspaper, the principal and school board is that of the relationship between the editors of any newspaper and their publisher. Consequently, the publisher of the student newspaper-that is the school 45 Ibid.
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board and the principal-may override the editorial decisions of the student editors, just as the publishers of our major daily newspapers may override the editorial judgments of their employees. 49 As school officials consider prior review and censorship of school newspapers, they must first look at the policies governing a publication to determine if it is a public or nonpublic forum.
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The issue of public or nonpublic forum student newspapers is important, as noted by Judge James Gwin, noted judge in cases involving student press law. He wrote that because nonpublic forum student newspapers could be censored under the very broad
Hazelwood standard, that the First Amendment protections available to most high school student journalists were significantly reduced. However, public forum newspapers, the judge said, could be censored only when school officials provided much more compelling reasons to justify their actions.
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The judge identified nine factors that courts should look to in analyzing the forum status of student media. They were:
"(1) whether the student media is part of the high school curriculum; (2) whether student staff receive grades; (3) whether the program is supervised by a faculty member; (4) whether the school deviated from its policy of producing the paper as part of its educational curriculum; (5) the degree of control the administration and faculty adviser exercised; (6) the applicable written policy statements of the school board; (7) the school's policy with respect to the forum; (8) the school's practice with respect to the forum and (9) The legal analysis used by Judge Gwin is essentially the same one that the Student Press Law Center has argued should be used by courts to determine when censorship of high school publications is legal and when it is not. The standards make clear that school officials should know the forum status of student media before they decide to censor it. 53 The discrepancy lies in determining if the standards must be met in part or in whole for the forum of the publication to be determined.
While school administrators are often the ones making the publishing decisions in these cases, newspaper advisers and journalism teachers are also in risky positions. In
Gresham, OR, teacher Marilyn Schultz refused to endorse the newspaper code of ethics at Centennial High School, calling it unconstitutional and unworkable. She didn't see it as her duty to teach or enforce ethics, or to suppress the thoughts of her students. As a result, she was relieved of her journalism responsibilities.
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Two district journalism advisors had prepared the code, and it had been accepted by the school's administration. Mrs. Schultz said that because the code stated that the newspaper would "refrain from printing any unkind references about individuals," it prevented students from making constructive criticism in editorials and letters to the editor. She felt that the code placed restrictions on her abilities to teach her students in the public educational system to be well-rounded, responsible journalists. In the cases of prior review and prior restraint, editors showed little knowledge of their publication being reviewed or restrained, while advisers, for the most part, admitted to reviewing the pages regularly. Rarely did the editors or advisers acknowledge prior restraint. It would appear, though, that both editors and advisers regularly practiced selfcensorship. About half the editors surveyed stated that they would get into trouble if they wanted to print something about a controversial topic. Most of them thought the problem would be with the school officials, however, and not with their adviser.
Most student editors stated that it was very important to them whether the adviser would find a story to be objectionable. On the other hand, most advisers stated that they did not worry much or at all that the newspaper might include controversial stories. The only way in which a human being can make some approach to knowing the whole of a subject is by hearing what can be said about it by persons of every variety of opinion and studying all modes in which it can be looked at by every character of mind. No wise man every acquired his wisdom in any mode but this.
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Hypotheses
This writer suggests that within the various types of stories being printed in high school newspapers across the country, that limitations are being placed. Hypothesis 1 stated: Is it possible that students are not being encouraged to delve into topics of social awareness? Hypothesis 2 questioned: Are students being limited to daily and weekly news events? Hypothesis 3 asked: Are students aware of and then writing about their rights as students and as student journalists?
68 Ibid, 110.
69 Ibid. 9.
Methods
In an effort to explore the various types of stories being printed and possible regional differences in those story types a study was completed involving a content analysis of eighty editions of various high school publications from across the United
States. In order to complete the study, the United States was divided into ten geographic areas. Throughout this study, these designations will be referred to as their coded region Mexico, Texas and Oklahoma. Chosen from each of these ten regions are two high school publications. It is this writer's purpose to check for regional differences in the story types.
In order to begin determining the type of stories being printed it was important to create operational definitions of the various types. The first type of story, the one most applicable to the First Amendment rights issue, has been named enterprise. An enterprise story is in depth and investigative. It has potential for either freedom or censorship. It focuses on the topics that promote social awareness.
The second type of story is considered breaking news. Breaking news stories include up-to-the minute activities. The coverage of these issues could either be censored, or printed without limitation.
Event and daily news stories, those responding to guest speakers and rallies, both scheduled and unplanned coverage as well as daily events, are the third type. These stories are generally printed freely, without restraint, since they are predominantly factual. Most stories of a curricular nature are event and daily news stories.
The fourth type of story printed in student publications is the human-interest piece. The topics of the human-interest stories deal primarily with life experiences and emotions. These are typically unquestioned and therefore printed without censor. The final type of content considered for this study is the editorial/opinion piece. This type of story involves student views based on the writer's perspective. It is generally presented as opinion, although fact-based.
The next level of distinction for story types is determining the topics covered.
These topics are important for determining the framework for this study. The first level is the social/cultural one. It includes societal feelings, events and activities that impact the community. Social and cultural activities and coverage of these activities involve decisions that affect individuals and society. These stories may center around issues of teenage sex, pregnancy, drug use, date rape and other issues related to these life-style choices. The numbers of stories printed will spark discussion of the potential restraints or freedoms for student writings on these topics.
The next level of distinction for story types includes legal topics. The legal issues for this study are those that support or violate the freedoms within the school system and namely the student publications. These stories could involve limitations to the First Amendment rights of students, including their freedoms of speech and expression. It is within this level that issues of prior review and censorship might fall, which will be part of further study.
The third level of distinction in story types is curricular. This type of story involves anything that has to do with or has impact on the structure and foundation of the educational system. This type of story might be printed in support of in argument of educational standards and programs mandated. It is within this level that stories related to the social/cultural life-style choices might be covered as curricular programs.
The final story topic is most prevalent in high school newspapers. These stories are the news brief and filler. Important to the daily functioning of the high school, it is relatively insignificant to this study because of its imperviousness to limitations and censorship.
Results and Discussion
Much insight was gained from this study which suggested that the stories covered in high school newspapers primarily focus on human interest and event stories. In dissecting 80 student newspapers, nearly 88 percent of all stories printed were human interest and event stories. Several of these focused on things of importance to teenagers including dating, dances, fashion and music.
The study also suggested that when enterprise stories are [emphasis added] represented in high school newspapers, they will be written to cover issues of free speech and freedom of expression, not stories to create social and cultural awareness. Of the 20 stories in the sampling, nearly one half of the content, nine stories, concerned student freedoms. The remainder of the enterprise stories, more than expected by this writer, concerned content regarding social awareness. Please note that in three of the ten geographic regions, there were no enterprise stories represented. A preliminary study suggested that event and human-interest stories that could bring forth issues of censorship, including such topics as abortion, drug use, tobacco use and abuse and teenage sex, would be minimally represented. Among the 717 stories in this content analysis, a total of 263 were event stories, and 368 were human interest, for a total 631 stories. Within these 631 stories, a scant 2 percent, or 15 stories, involved topics of a social nature. In today's society where the images of sex, drugs, and abuses of all sorts are so apparent, it would seem our students are not covering these issues in their high school newspapers.
Additionally, the majority of the stories in both the events and human-interest divisions fall into the news brief category. An overwhelming amount, approximately 90 percent of these 631 stories, 563 of the total 717 of the content analysis, are basic news and information regarding the workings of the school and the events happening within.
It was also suggested that any time the topics of abortion, drugs, tobacco or sex do appear, the coverage is written as a news story, directly connected to curriculum and instruction, and not written for social awareness. It is apparent from the types of stories written regarding the aforementioned topics, that employees of school systems are concerned with the life-style choices their students are making; however, it is remarkable that the extent to which the topics are covered is limited to the reporting of the facts, or the appearance of a guest speaker who gave statistical information.
Data concluded that students and student newspapers are covering events of social importance. The different ways in which they are covering the issues are most interesting. In many cases, the stories are covered as event and news pieces. They are designed to be instructional as opposed to commentary on the human situation and the decisions being made by the students and society at large. Research suggested that the content of student newspapers would be found to be more school-related news and less social and substantive news, therefore less likely to be considered issues for censorship. It was discovered that an overwhelming number of stories in the content analysis of 717 stories within 80 newspapers, precisely 563, were written in news brief or inverted pyramid straight news format. With little or no opinion expressed, there could be limited room for controversy.
Additionally, according to the geographical regions, the same types of stories are being printed in student newspapers across the nation. Research supports this, as the story types most widely covered in high school newspapers are event/school news and human interest, an overwhelming 37% and 51% respectively.
According to the geographical regions, the same topics are being covered by the human interest and event/school news stories printed in student newspapers stories from across the nation. Research supports this hypothesis. This writer determined from story samples that topics of interest to teenagers were primarily covered. These topics include dating, fashion, dances, music, student awards and sports. These topics were represented in all papers analyzed.
While this study has been most interesting at face value, let us first see what these results suggest. The content analysis completed for this study would seemingly imply that student newspapers are not printing stories involving issues that could warrant as gatekeepers and withholding pieces they deem not necessary for public scrutiny, or even student discussion. On a higher level still, perhaps administrators and even superintendents are exercising control of the student newspapers. Has this cultural push toward being politically correct stifled the investigative reporting training and practices our students?
To teachers of journalism, advisers of student publications, and to student journalists across the nation, this study could prove to be quite interesting and valuable.
It is, however, most important to note that what was uncovered initially was just the beginning. What remained to be seen was why these more controversial and predominantly social stories weren't abundant in high school newspapers across the country.
To better grasp the severity of the limited types of stories being published by high place, if any, and the educational levels and experience levels of the instructor and students. In addition, the author has gained insight into the workings of the parental and community support system, the power of the local Board of Education, and the working relationship among the administration, faculty sponsor and student newspaper staff.
As this study unfolded, the information gained became more and more intriguing.
As a teacher of journalism and an adviser of high school publications, this writer has firsthand knowledge of the inner workings of the school system, and the power of the administration and superintendent. It was of great interest to determine the similarities and differences among the high schools throughout the nation. Even more important were the issues regarding students' rights. To determine the levels of the limitations for student freedom of speech and the depth of any censorship in their stories was the aim of this study.
The results of the electronic survey were quite telling. Of the 52 surveys completed and returned, the range geographically was quite wide, as were the years of experience for the newspaper adviser. It was, however, surprising that the responses were so varied.
Most advisers, 94% of those responding, were in agreement that the guiding of students in appreciating the value of journalistic ethics is an important topic. In accordance, many utilized this ethical study to aid in the student choices for newspaper content. In regard to the selection of story ideas and coverage, all of the respondents disagreed that the adviser alone should determine the content of the paper. Many specified that the ethical discussion went hand-in-hand with the content selections, and that the students were encouraged to make wise content and development decisions based on sound ethical principals. It was surprising, however, that 3 of the 52, a mere 5% of respondents, indicated that they chose to not discuss the responsible handling of controversial subjects. These 3 also disagreed that guiding their students in journalistic ethics was important. Not surprisingly, however, the same 3 advisers also noted prior restraint being exercised by their administrators. One adviser noted that if she allowed her administrator to make content decisions for her, then she would not have to fear repercussions and risk her livelihood. As this might suggest, job security for newspaper advisers has become a more serious issue than ever before.
According to the Indianapolis Star, the faculty advisor of Franklin Central High School's student newspaper was suspended because of a published story. The story dealt with the violent behavior and subsequent arrest of a student, deemed by the principal too sensitive for a student newspaper. Prior to the publishing of the story, Adviser Chad
Tuley had been advised to not print the story, a certain case of prior restraint. Following his suspension, Tuley returned to work. This is not the only incident involving administrative control within our nation's high schools.
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At Ithaca High School in New York, the principal ordered the adviser to approve all newspaper content prior to publication. In this case, the paper is an extra-curricular, non-school associated publication. One week later, the adviser removed a cartoon the principal said was "obscene and not suitable for immature audiences." The cartoon was to accompany an article entitled "How is sex being taught in our health classes?"
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Additionally, the principal of Wellington High School in Palm Beach, FL didn't want her students to read a story about sex. In this case, however, the paper, which had already gone to print, was withheld from distribution. Local newspaper professionals were quick to point to Alligood as a censor, stating that "Anything capable of generating even just a couple of parental phone calls is enough to overshadow any notion of free speech." It would appear that Frank Cerabino of the Palm Beach Post was correct, as the story was indeed censored. 73 This writer fears that more and more cases of prior review and censorship will surface as advisers step back from their positions and allow administrators to exercise control.
As the survey indicated, nearly all students want to cover issues of social awareness, with 48 of the 52 strongly agreeing. This desire would necessitate advisers taking the challenge to teach journalistic ethics. They must also become more knowledgeable in student press rights and then teach those rights to their students, and perhaps even their administrators. They cannot allow fear of punishment be a factor.
According to the study, many advisers feel that the geographic location and widely-accepted community standards often dictate acceptable newspaper content (47 of 52). However, few, in fact only 2 advisers, sited funding, or the removal of funding, as a viable concern. This led the writer to believe that community moral and ethics were largely conservative, and the fear of printing something controversial a source for tension against censorship to their administration. In fact, 5 of the 52 surveyed indicated that they would pull an item if deemed questionable by the principal. Notes revealed that these 5 were fearful of losing credibility in the community or suffering uncomfortable circumstances in the workplace if they didn't comply.
Conclusion
As this writer suspected, there is an obvious system of gatekeeping evident in many American high schools. According to the content of high school newspapers, students simply are not covering the issues that could pose objection from their parents, administrators and community members. The reason for this lack of content lies with the gatekeeper, who varies from school to school. In some cases the teacher/adviser is the one who makes the decisions regarding what is printed. In other schools, members of the administration are the decision makers.
It is apparent from the interviews and surveys that while some students are not aware that their rights are being restricted, many are quite concerned with the limitations being placed upon them. Most surveys indicated a desire on behalf of the students to select their own story topics. Advisers, while in support of their students, often allowed professional and personal concerns to dictate the final story selections. This would suggest that when story ideas become restricted, students are not being encouraged to be free-thinking members of society. Advisers, in part, are not always fighting for the rights of their students, as they are generally the ones penalized by their employers for covering stories of social awareness and encouraging controversial discussion. In essence, high school newspaper advisers are being reprimanded and suspended for encouraging and upholding the First Amendment rights of their students.
While gatekeeping often implies censorship and constitutes a violation of the First Amendment rights of our students, this violation is not inevitable. It is the responsibility of each high school newspaper adviser to reevaluate his or her situation. It is the opinion of this writer and an overwhelming number of surveyed advisers that students must be taught journalistic ethics and the importance of handling potentially controversial topics, ones of social awareness and so necessary in today's society. When students are informed and educated, there is no topic that cannot be appropriately addressed. Advisers must determine who is selecting the content of the newspaper and must refrain from allowing the administration to police the paper or manage the content. It would appear that in some cases advisers have become their own worst enemy. They must stand for their rights and the rights of their students.
The very premise of our country is based on the First Amendment, and this liberty lay in being free to speak the truth without prejudice. Fear of repercussion cannot overshadow this right and our obligation to uphold it. We cannot allow it to be limited or taken away. It's time we all take a stand for our students, their rights, and the future of free speech and press in our country.
Appendix 1
NEWSPAPER ADVISER SURVEY Please copy and paste the following survey into an email and Reply to: TBOGGS01@aol.com. Next, answer each of the following questions as honestly as possible. The first portion requires your typed answers. For the next section, please select a number from 1-5, with 1=strongly agree, 2= agree, 3=neutral, 4= disagree, and 5=strongly disagree. Your answers are confidential, and are to be used in conjunction with a study on the First Amendment Rights of High School Students and Their Student Newspapers. Thank you in advance for your participation. 
